cial sports industry. In the era of all-sports television channels, jock-talk radio shows, and specialty-sports magazines, a daily newspaper is far more dependent upon its local major-league franchise than that franchise is dependent on any one newspaper or any one reporter.
Lowes' argument works well on the macrostructural scale, in which he considers the political-economic interdependency of two social institutions: commercial sport and commercial media. It is this interdependence, after all, which has made professional sports franchises attractive properties for media conglomerates.
But the book is less convincing at ground level, where ethnography takes place. It is here that structural relationships become daily, face-to-face interactions, and it is here that the media-sport symbiosis appears to be decidedly out of kilter. The athletes, coaches, and managers who, in principle at least, need the media to survive, regularly intimidate, abuse, and simply ignore reporters with impunity. Even the most conscientious of sportswriters learns to accept that it is the professional sports teams which decide and enforce the rules of engagement: when and where they can conduct interviews; what kinds of questions are permissible; what kinds of subjects can be broached; who can be accredited; what kinds of information reporters have access to.
These rules have a significant impact on the kind of sports journalism reporters can practise, and are integral to the sport-media symbiosis Lowes seeks to describe. They reveal that while the interests of sports teams and newspapers coincide at the economic level, the interests of commercial sport and journalism can also diverge in important ways. At the same time, Lowes ignores the complex dimension of peer pressure. While most journalists seek the respect of those they cover, they care much more about what other journalists think of their work. Newspaper sports reporters, more so than their broadcast cousins, have to negotiate a tension between the pressure to prove themselves "team players" by others on the sports beat and the pressure to prove themselves "real reporters" in their own newsrooms. Any reporter or columnist who adopts an adversarial or critical stance-which may win the respect of colleagues in his or her own newsroom, and which may best serve the newspaper's readers-will encounter considerable flak from other reporters on the beat. This is not because of jealousy, but because most sports reporters see themselves as "supporting" the team in their own way, and because these few critical journalists expose the lack of substantial criticism within sports journalism. Again, what might this say about the manufacture of sports news?
Inside the Sports Pages does a nice job of bringing sports reporting within social constructionist studies of journalism, but it could have gone a lot further in developing the particularities of the genre. As an ethnographic study, it needed to give much more credence to the interpersonal dimension of the interrelationship between sports reporting and commercial sporting spectacle.
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